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PLEASE SIR, ^ 
MAY I HAVE 
L SOME MORE? 


REST IN PEACE 


Stephane Charbonnier 
Jean Cabut 
Bernard Verlhac 
Georges Wolinski 
Philippe Honore 
Elsa Cayat 
Bernard Maris 
Michel Renaud 
Mustapha Ourrad 
Ahmed Merabet 
Frederic Boisseau 
Franck Brinsolaro 


Vive Charlie! 
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There-are-60million-of-us-but-only-646-of-them 


E Britain's Vilest Troll - Daily Mail. 

Я Award winning Columnist, Satirist, 
ame Libertarian legend. Champion of 
х Free Speech and a Free Society. 


We're all Jock Tamson's Bairns 


There's about to be a very interesting battle 
in Scotland. Forcenturies, the Jockanese have 
been split in their loyalties — mostly based on 
tribalism, then on religious tribalism and now 
on political tribalism on a massive scale. 


My cards are firmly on the table — I'm a 
Libertarian, meaning | want minimal 
overnment for everyone or at the very least 
or me personally, so the news that the 
Scottish National Party, a collection of swivel 
eyed closet communists/socialists, 
nationalist tub thumpers and general drunken 
benefits addicted loons, are looking to take 
100% of the Parliamentary seats in the 
coming UK election is actually a blessing in 
disguise. They just don't know it, as usual. 


To understand Scottish politics, vou have to 
understand a little oF the Jockanese psyche. 
Theseare atribal people with a deep suspicion 
of just about anything and everything on the 
planet, from the rising of the Sun in the 
morning to allegiances caked in blood to 
either popes or monarchs. It’s a country that 
will still jail you for singing football songs for 
Christ sake, and throw stones at you fordoing 
work on a Sunday or wearing lipstick in 
church. It's a nation built on puritanical bile 
and hatred, handed down through 
generations, taught to despise “others” from 
birth whilst waving flags and drowning in 
alcohol. IF Scotland was a person, it would be 
in permanent rehab — most of it spent in а 
padded cell. 


Other than that, of course, the Scots are 
probably the most intelligent people in the 
British Isles — they've run Westminster 
politics for a century, invented just about 
everything that is worth inventing on the 
planet, colonised continents and unless it's a 


full moon, are Fantastic company and have the 
courage of lions. 


Scottish National Socialists, in effect, will be 
running the United Kingdom and there's nothing 
any of us can do about it. 


And they're about to become independent. No, | 
don't mean they're going to build a successful 
nation, raise living standards, increase GDP and 
create a utopian society where citizens are free 
— in fact, the opposite is likely to happen, but 
they are going to hold Westminster in a Gordian 
knot come May 8th. Scottish National Socialists, 
in effect, will be running the United Kingdom and 
there's nothing any of us can do about. 


The demands from the flame haired mentalists 
will be ruinous — socialist entitlement to other 
people’s money is bad enough but add a good 
dose of near psychotic nationalism/tribalism and 
we're going to see things even Mel Gibson 
couldn’t predict. Like it or not, the end of the 
Union is nigh. The 45% who voted “Yes” to a 
referendum are about to take complete and utter 
100% control of the country, with the added 
bonus that Westminster and the EU will both be 
funding them to the hilt to “keep onside” — whilst 
they pave the streets of Edinburgh and buy the 
electorate with yet more other people’s money. 


| welcome it. Five solid years of independent 
Scottish tribal nationalism should see theirdebts 
and poverty at levels that would shock even the 
Greeks and when the money runs out, as it 
always does, no one in Scotland will ever 
entertain the idea that Socialism brings anything 
but misery wherever it infects an electorate. Hell, 
it might even drag a highly inventive and 
intelligent people out of the 17th century and 
into the 21st — now wouldn't that be something 
bonny indeed? 


Тор Charlie Hebdo cartoonist Luz 


says he will no longer draw 
Mohammed 


Here's everything islamophobic 
that I have to say all at once 


If you don't speak French, how can 


To keep the 
Feminazi chubsters 
happy, Protein World 
has agreed to change 
their advert. In 
other news... 


'Islamophobia' is a highly 
contentious term, Ed Milliband 
needs to define what he is 


intending to outlaw 


University chaplains that blocked 
'blasphemous' comedy sketch say 


we should respect free speech 


Charlie Hebdo and why it's 


you judge if Charlie Hebdo is 
racist? 


Charlie Hebdo: The literary 
indulgence of murder 


The price that Ed Miliband 


is prepared to pay to win 
the Muslim vote 


always been an. 
Anti-Racist Newspaper 


Why we must not criminalise 
wolf-whistling 


Ipso rejects complaints Katie 
Hopkins' migrants column was 


discriminatory 


Vive Charlie! 
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Whilst we live it up on taxpayer money drinking champagne апа 
hobnobbing with the elite, you peasants will have to endure 5 more 
years of austerity, cuts, cuts, more cuts and broken promises. Your 
only real alternative is Labour, so we know you'll VOTE CONSERVATIVE. 


General Election 2019 


We ruined your pensions, sold off your gold, wrecked the economy 
and left a childish note saying “all the money has run out”. If you vote 
us into office on May 7th we are going to increase taxes and 
criminalise islamophobia. VOTE LABOUR. 


Sy 


“2 LIBERAL DEMOCRATS) 


We sold out last time round to be the silent partner in a coalition. 
Whatever the outcome of the election, I'll be packing my bags and 
leaving Downing Street. I'll be lucky if I'm still an MP after the election 
so if you want to waste your vote, VOTE LIBERAL DEMOCRAT. 


General Election 2019 - 


ж 


If you want to seal the borders, kill foreign aid, opt out of the EU, 
smoke in pubs and be able to tell slightly racist and sexist jokes 
without getting arrested, then VOTE UKIP. 


-. 27 _ ^ 
If you hate the English, and in the words of Mel Gibson, "one day 
dream of a country of your very own", then you can't go wrong with 
us. We promise to break up the Union, rebuild Hadrian's wall and 
spend, spend, spend, until we end up in the crapper like Greece, so 
VOTE SNP. 


General Election 2619 - 


The country will be safe іп the huge hands of our leader. We will open 
up our borders to ISIS defectors, we'll cut the defence budget to ten 
quid and turn the National Health Service into the International Heath 
Service. We'll increase foreign aid and build 500,000 homes, all with 
money from the Cloud Cuckoo Land Bank. 


If you are still unsure, then our columnist Katie Hopkins has kindly 
provided a guide to help you decide which party to vote for... 
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If you've decided that "none of the above" is where your vote is going, 
then our columnist Old Holborn has an alternative for you to consider. 


Pissed off with politicians interfering 
with every aspect of your life? 


Imagine a place.... 


Free from petty rules and regulations 
Free from Government taxation 

Free from snooping and spying 

Free to trade and prosper 

Free to think and speak 

Free from debt 

Free to grow 

Free to live 


Free 


Imagine. Just Imagine. Details 
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Бу Noisykafir 


Way back іп 1939, Billie Holiday sang a 
haunting song entitled ‘Strange Fruit. To 
some it was just another sad tune from Lady 
Day, but for those who took the time to 
listen properly it was a tragic lament 
concerning the brutal days of segregation in 
America’s Deep South when countless black 
men were lynched and hanged from poplar 
trees for simply breaking the tradition of 
segregation and being ‘uppity niggers’. 
‘Strange Fruit’ began as a poem written by 
a Jewish teacher, Abel Meeropol, as a protest 
against the resurgence of lynchings that 


were happening again thanks to a 
reinvigorated Klu Klux Klan in 1930s 
America. 


At the same time as Billie Holiday was singing 


‘Strange Fruit’ in New York, Jews across Europe 
were being segregated into ghettos by Nazis for 
being racially impure. They were forced to wear 
yellow stars on their clothing to mark out their 
jewishness and were forbidden for mixing with 
Aryans. Their appearance and DNA precluded 
them from being equal members of German 
society and millions paid for that difference by 
being gassed to death and shovelled into ovens in 
concentration camps, burned in a disgusting 
attempt to ‘purify’ the breeding stock of the 
German Reich. 


And again, in 1990s Bosnia-Herzegovina, Serbia 
and Croatia, thousands of people were 
segregated, murdered and ethnically cleansed for 
praying to the wrong God or for living in the wrong 
place. In neighbouring Kosovo a similar savagery 


was visited upon communities because they dared 
to break the rules of segregation by living in the 
wrong part of the Balkans. Meanwhile, in Rwanda 
and Burundi, the world witnessed mass genocide 
brought about by the mad creed of segregation 
and tribalism between the Hutus and Tutsis. 


The sad truth is that wherever people have sought 
to set others apart and prevent people with 
differences from joining in, the result has always 
ended up in murder and genocide. It’s one reason 
why we go to such lengths today to promote 
diversity and harmony between all groups in 
society. When people mingle they soon learn that 
they are all much like each other, regardless of 
their gender, sexual orientation, skin colour or 
nationality. Most of us just want a peaceful life 
and the chance to work and take care of our 
Families and friends. Resisting segregation is the 
Foundation of any modern liberal democracy and 
few people would disagree, except perhaps those 
who see themselves as being more liberal than 
others. 


History really should have taught us that 
segregation is a bad idea and vet, recently, Bahar 
Mustafa, the welfare and diversity officer at 
Goldsmiths Students' Union, decided that the 
best way to promote the concept of diversity and 
understanding was by introducing segregation at 
her university. The young woman, who describes 
herself as a ‘queer, anti-racist Feminist killjoy’ set 
up a meeting to discuss diversity across the 
curriculum. In promoting the meeting she 
tweeted the following warning: 'Please invite lots 
oF BME (Black Minority Ethnic) women and non- 
binary people!! Also iF you've been invited and 
you're a man and/or white PLEASE DONT COME: 


This 'NO WHITES OR MEN' meeting was planned 
by a diversity officer at a university in a modern 
liberal democracy. This achingly right-on ‘officer’ 
decided to promote inclusion and diversity by 
banning a group of people based on their skin 
colour, sexual orientation and the fact that they 
were in possession of a penis. Now, either Bahar 
Mustafa is incredibly stupid or else she is 
deliberately trying to set student against student 
in the time-honoured tradition of fascists 
throughout history. 


The young woman's excuse for her ridiculous 
behaviour was that white men are already loaded 
down with 'privilege' and that everyone else in the 
university who isn't a white penis-bearer is in 
need of a 'safe space' to discuss the hideous 
privilege of white male students and how such 
horrendous privilege could be defeated. 


L -2 ME а 
Bahar Mustafa, the Welfare and Diversity officer at 
Goldsmiths Students’ Union, decided the best way to 
promote diversity was by introducing segregation. 


Now try to imagine what might happen ІҒа group 
of men at a university decided to set up a meeting 
or society to discuss how they were being 
marginalised and what they could do to rectify 
the situation. Well you don’t have to imagine 
because in February a group of men tried to set 
up a Men's Right's Group at Stafford University. 
However, the organisers met with ferce 
resistance from the student union diversity 
stormtroopers who described the idea ofa Men's 
Society as ‘dangerous’ despite the Fact that there 
was already a Feminist society at the university. 


Surely it’s time that the concept of banning 
people with perceived privilege from certain areas 
based on their skin colour or gender was exposed 
as being nothing more than hypocrisy. How much 
longerwillwe tolerate divisive identity politics and 
the attempts by Toytown Trotskyites to to 
reintroduce segregation by banning certain 
groups of people from meetings and activities on 
account of their skin colour or gender? 


Wars have been fought to stop this sort of thing 
from happening and now the very people who 
think of themselves as enlightened and liberal- 
minded are seeking to reintroduce these vile 
techniques of segregation and exclusion. The idea 
of privileged white males being banned by 
privileged white feminists or transgendered 
activists is dangerous and should stop; not just 
to protect the human rights of the groups being 
picked on but to stop segregation in its tracks 
before it becomes ‘acceptable’ and is extended 
to include more vulnerable groups in society. 


It doesnt matter who is being targeted, 
segregation is just plain wrong. We are all 
supposed to be equal before the law and we will 
not make the world a fairer place or more just by 
making others less equal in a bigoted attempt to 
redress the concept of privilege. 


Hitch: This week’s teams are Politicians and Celebrities, with 
team captains Red Ed Miliband and Stephen Fry. OK, question 
one. What... 


BUZZZ Politicians Miliband: Vote Labour 


BUZZZ Politicians Cameron: Don't vote Labour, vote 


Hitch: OK, Politicians, your are frozen out of this question and 
it's a free question to the Celebs, What... 


BUZZZ Celebs Brand: No, don't vote Tory they are 
buddies with the bankers that ruined this country. 


Hitch: Right, your buzzers have been disabled until after I’ve 
finished the Question. What types of food are not available in 
the Tesco everyday value range? 


BUZZZ Politicians Bennett: It's not fair, we are not 
getting equal coverage, Vote Green. 


Hitch: Come оп, ІЛІ have Hitch: Sorry out of time, 
to hurry you... the answer is posh food 


BUZZZ Politicians Cameron: Don't Vote for Labour 


Arseholes? 


| get a lot of emails. 


Some go a bit like this: 


‘IF you can make the comments that you do 
then | want to get a knife and cut off your 
F*cking t"ts and stick a baseball bat so far up 
your ar*e it will come out of your mouth. 
Rozorsky@hotmail.com 


But a great deal more go a lot like this: 


| think you are wonderful, you always say 
what the right minded people think. IF you 
could marry Jeremy Clarkson | think the two 
of you would be very successful in number 
10. Big fan, Harry. 


| don't have plans to marry Clarkson. But 
here’s the thing. 


People imagine | live my life surrounded by 
haters, hollering abuse at me in the street or 
wanting to clout me over the head with a 
cheap bottle of prosecco. 


But | am happy to say the opposite is true. 


Most urge me onwards; ‘Keep going Hoppers, 
keep it up’ | can't get in a black cab without 
being asked when | will be standing For 
parliament. And a lot of women stop to tell 
me ‘I’ve lost a stone and a half because of 
you’. 


It takes a fair pair oF cojones to withstand the 
scrutiny | am under. And mine are made bigger 
by the support of thousands of eood people 
who feel they are silenced by disapproval or 
political correctness. 


| am dismayed when weaker women dash to 
apologise for themselves. Jamelia said plus 
size clothes shouldn’t be sold in stores and 


apologised within the day. Alice Eve failed to 
gush about Bruce Jenner’s sex change and 
was grovelling on the floor self-flagellating 
ten minutes later. 


It is acceptable to say you dream of world 
peace like some tragic Miss Scunthorpe 1972. 
It is super Shoreditch to be non-binary and 
exclude white people from meetings. And you 
can dance in the street naked if you ate your 
way to 24 stone and are still proud of your 
body. 


But for those many with an opinion that falls 
outside of the approved list of things to say 
— our voice has been silenced. 


The list of things we can’t say is longer than 
the list of things we can. 


In truth, there are a huge tranche of people 
who can only speak honestly in bed with their 
husband or on the phone to their mum. IFyou 
are a single orphan, you are stuffed. 


But | say sod that. | stand by what | say and 
lam proud to hold strong views. | am a normal 
woman; wife, mother, daughter but with the 
balls of ten men. 


Don't like my views? No problem. 
Don't share them? Fine. Tell me yours. 


But if you think a 300,000 strong petition is 
going to silence me, or a few nasty emails 
threatening to cut off my t*ts, be clear. You 
are misguided. 


My name is Katie Hopkins. | will continue to 
speak up forthose who feel their opinions are 
nou judged and wrong and therefore have no 
right to be heard. 


"2 G2) @ ОБА WOMAD, 
TAa, moher dangier DRE 
Әл ghae balls of ға men” 


MAKING THE TROLLS PAY 


By Martin Daubney 


wi 


Something subtle, yet undeniable is 
happening in the ultra fast-moving world of 
internet marketing. It’s the joyous concept 
of turning furious Social Justice Warriors to 
your advantage - and harnessing their 
sanctimonious rage to make you piles of 
money. 


It works like this. Consumer Ais offended by 
a product, a company or an advertisement 
for something they find misogynistic/sexist/ 
homophobic/racist/whatever. 


Consumer A - an Offendotron who would 
never even buy the product in question - 
rallies like-minded SJWs via an established, 
global network of Twitter outrage groups. 
Next, somebody inexorably starts а 
Change.org petition calling for the product 
to be banned. 


But here's the rub: when you accuse а 
product of being homophobic, or promoting 
violence against women, or whatever's on 
today's rap sheet, you are basically accusing 
Consumer B - the product's core customers 
- of thinking the same way. And Consumer 
B starts to get indignant about it, and leaps 
to the brand's defence, rallying all other 
Consumer Bs out there. Soon, two tribes go 
to capitalistic war. 


What follows is a user-generated marketing 
forest fire, often short-lived, intense and 
bloody. 


Meanwhile, thousands of Consumer Cs - the 
majority of punters who've never even 
heard of the product before the protest 
erupted - are drawn in to the whirlwind, 
takes sides and retweet the offending 
product/artwork, variously condemning or 
supporting it, yet all the while generating 
fresh marketing content for the host 
company. 


Journo/broadcaster @TelegraphMen columnist @SkyNews pundit. 
@bBreitbartLondon regular. Was 8-year @loadedmag Editor. 


Fabulously, what all of these people have in 
common - even sworn, embittered enemies 
of the brands - is that they have all 
inadvertently become part of the brand’s 
marketing machine. But it gets even better: 
because the companies who stand up to the 
baying Offendotrons are winning - and 
they're winning big. 


The world has been served something of an 
on-the-hoof master class in this strategy 
recently due to the furore created by a 
seemingly innocuous advert for a meal 
replacement drink from a British company 
called Protein World. 


Until April 21st, most people were oblivious 
tothe 18-month old brand. Yet the company 
soon found itself on the receiving end of a 
50,000-signature Change.org petition 
against its “Is your body beach ready?” 
advertisements, some of which were 
vandalised on the London Underground 
network, where they appeared. The ads 
were variously called “body shaming” and 
that they “purported violence against 
women” and finally one SJW posted the 
company's address and seemed to 
encourage the offices to be smashed up by 
“angry feminists with hammers”. 


Butthen an astonishing thing happened: the 
company not only stood up to the SJWs, but 
got on the front foot and mercilessly baited 
them on Twitter. 


The company’s customers - surprisingly 
they are 84 per cent female, proving this 
wasn't your standard man v feminist toe-to- 
toe, whatever the haters claimed - became 
feverish brand champions. 


This was assisted by the brand's defenders 
who sabotaged the protester's hashtag 
#everybodysready that attempted to show 


that any women, of any body shape, could 
be ready for the beach simply by putting on 
a bikini, which is of course an entirely valid 
point -—just not to Protein World's customers, 
who are fitness freaks. 


And, boy, they voted with their purses. To 
date, Protein World has added 20,000 
customers, driven revenues in excess of £1 
million and become the UK's biggest protein 
powder supplier - all inside four days. 


And this is because the company took a 
stand against their critics who wanted to 
shut them down. Says Head of Global 
Marketing Richard Staveley: "Everybody 
thinks it's wonderful that somebody has 
stood up to this bullshit." 


There is precedent for this "taking a stance" 
marketing elsewhere. 


In the USA, chicken takeaway joint Chick-Fil- 
Abecame the focus of controversy following 
comments made in June 2012 by CEO Dan T 
Cathy. When he said, "We are very much 
supportive of the biblical definition of the 
family unit" protestors were soon calling 
Chick-Fil-A а “hateful anti-Gay/Lesbian 
corporation". 


Next, the LA branch experienced protests 
every day for six months. To this day, 
proposed  Chick-A-Fil franchises аге 
routinely opposed on University campuses 
by vocal LGBT groups. 


But in spite of - or perhaps even because of 
- these protests, the brand's popularity and 
sales rocketed by 12 per cent in 2012 to $4.6 
billion. Now, Chick-Fil-A has overtaken KFC 
as America's biggest chicken outlet. 


In another, smaller British incident, 
Liverpool council tried to shut down gent's 
barber BarberBarber because its owner - 
the fabulously f**k-you Johnny the BaBa - 
banned women from his premises. 


For this he received death threats, was 
compared to ISIS by feminist tweeters and 
had 31 soiled tampons shoved through his 
letterbox. In response to this outrageous 
nonsense, his punters rallied around him. 


Now, men drive hundreds of miles and 
happily queue for up to four hours to have 
their hair cut at BarberBarber, galvanised by 
the shop's SJW haters. 


When I reported on this last November, 
Johnny's story was picked up around the 
world, and his shops (there is a sister branch 
in Manchester) now turns over £1 million/ 
year. Johnny and his ambitious backers plan 
to open more UK branches soon and there's 
even talk of global expansion. The delicious 
irony is, when indignant SJWs told them they 
were wrong, they knew they were onto 
something so very right. Thus, something as 
simple as getting a haircut became a 
freedom of choice statement. 


"People disagree with me on this issue, but 
I'm sticking to my guns," says Johnny, real 
name Johnny Shanahan, 36. "Men's barber's 
shops belong to men. I cant even cut 
women's hair. But 99 per cent of women 
think it's a great idea - it's just one per cent 
of Left-wing idiots. Most of these women 
seem to spend all their time trying to 
emasculate men. The moment we stood up 
to the bullshit we were full. And it's all 
because I made a stand". 


The moral of the story is clear. 1. If 
companies stand by their guns, their punters 
will stand by them - and possibly for life. 2. 
Caving in to protestors who would never buy 
your productis a lose-lose scenario, as you'll 
win no new customers and your existing fans 
will think you weak and abandon ship. 


In a day when so few companies stand for 
something - and resist the censorious 
diatribe of the SJWs - those who take a stand 
are winning. 


Joyously, by harnessing the very SJWs who 
loathe them and making them win for you, 
these companies get to enjoy a truly 
righteous victory: one where the trolls are 
even paying for the celebratory champagne. 
How sweet is that? 


Follow Martin on Twitter @MartinDaubney 


More articles from Martin. 


SPEECH WARS 


Episode ten. The elections are upon us and the Secular Alliance is fighting 
to ensure their right to freedom of speech and freedom of expression are 
not taken away. In a desperate bid for power, politicians are likely to make 
promises to the even darker side of the force, which could have 
catastrophic consequences... 


Have you heard the rumours? 
Red Ed has been to see the 
Muslamic Council so there’s a 
good chance he could be 
seduced by the even darker 
side of the force 


What should we do to 
ruin his credibility? 


LOL, yeah, | thought his 
f advisors were going to taser him 
at one point, just to get him off 
stage and stop the train wreck 


lm still concerned that the 
lure of the Muslamic vote will 
drive him to desperate measures 
and we could end up with 
blasphemy laws 


If we end up with a bad 
parody of Wallace from Wallace 
and Gromit as Prime Minister 
then I’m moving to a 
different galaxy 


р 


Just leave him, he’s already 
done an interview with that 
walking willy on a wand Russell 
Brand and he got slaughtered on 


The dopey bugger even tripped 
up as he was leaving the stage 
and left to a chorus of laughter 


Well there is a risk, if 
someone can believe in flying 
horses they can be fooled into 

believing Red Ed would 
make a good PM 


P" Look here oh great one, the 
deal was, you help me get into 
office and Га deny Britain ап 
EU referendum paving the 
way for you to become the 
Caliph of Europe 


But islamophoia is just a 
made up word to stifle criticism 
of Islam, you couldn't prosecute 

someone for having an 
irrational fear 


That's an excellent idea, 
y then if we end up with a coalition 
government, | can break all my 
promises and blame that 
poison dwarf in Scotland 


Errr, Mr Moe, mighty messenger 
of the one true God, | need you 
to instruct your people to vote for 
me and | am prepared to promise 
you I'll outlaw islamophobia 


Well how about if I 
chuck in blasphemy laws 
and Sharia law too? 


You're beyond help, why do you 
think | refer to you as the emissary 
from the planet fuck? 


OK, here's what you do. 
Call a secret meeting with Moe 


the Merciless and promise to 


outlaw islamophobia 


Well word it differently, 
promise him you will bring in 
blasphemy laws and allow sharia 
law to creep a little further 
into our lives 


Now you are thinking like 
а real politician, there is 
hope for you yet 


We already have millions of 
apologists, useful idiots and 


social justice warriors defending 


our fascist ideology 


Ah well now you're 
talking, it’s a deal, I'll spread 
the word - Eddie Ackbar!! 


| hope you're not going to be 
voting in the kafir elections? 


Yeah, but we target infidel 
Civilians by making them 
responsible for the actions of 
their governments because 
they vote for them 


Fair point, but you cannot let it 
be publicly known you voted 


We may have a bit of a 
problem though, І have 
already told loads of 
sisters not to vote 


OK, good plan, lets use 
democracy to destroy 
democracy 


If you get arrested you can 
easily skip bail and go to the 
Islamic State to become a 
Jihadi baby machine 


But the emissary from the 
planet fuck has promised 
blasphemy laws 


But | thought double 
standards were one of the Pillars 
of Islam, Like you being a piss 
head and now condemning those 
selling and drinking alcohol? 


I've got it, so say one thing 
in public and do something 
completely different in private 


Don't worry we can do what 
we did in Tower Hamlets and collect 
up all the polling cards and a few of us 
go in multiple times in our burkas to 
hide our identity 


Once we get the emissary from the 

planet fuck into office, if he doesn't 

bring in blasphemy laws, we'll burn 
the whole country to the ground 


LOL, yeah, and when I'm 
gone my parents can blame the 
police and government so they 

apologise on national TV for 
letting it happen 


Red Ed has today announced that if he wins 
the election he will outlaw islamophobia, whilst he has 
privately admitted it’s a promise he'll break. The Secular 
Alliance are outraged he would even contemplate 
infringing upon their human rights and 
are planning action 


I'm afraid we're going to 
have to resort to gutter tactics, 


Yep, | mean you are going to | " - Well it's not as if it's a secret, but 
have to wear a burka, pop down ҷ ў қ т I'm not wearing a burka, no way 
to Andy Chowder's mosque and | _ 

let it slip that Red Ed is а Jew 


Well if it's fora good ~ 
cause, you bloody 
wear one then 


Join us next week to find out if Red Ed wins the election 
after selling out to the even darker side of the force. Then 
again, if he does win then we won't be back next week as 

we will have probably been arrested for islamophobia. 


God, | hate Katie Hopkins... 


By James Delingpole 


Journalist, Author and Broadcaster 


Executive Editor, @BreitbartLondon - I'm right about everything 


Buy The Little Green Book of Eco-Fascism here 


God, | hate Katie Hopkins. But not for the reasons 
everyone else does. | hate her in the sense that 
| can't help worshipping her and the ground she 
treads on because she does what I'd like to do 
but does it so much better: she annoys all the 
people who most deserve to be annoyed, she 
remains articulate and collected in the face of all 
the brickbats that are thrown at her, and above 
all, she seems to make a damn good living out of 
it. 


The last bit isn't as obvious as you'd think. | was 
talking to an agent the other day about the best 
way to make the most of a career as an 
outspoken media commenter and his argument 
was that you shouldn't stray too far from the 
middle ground for that way you alienate half your 
potential audience. 


This is especially true if you're on the right. 
Outrageous pinkos — look at Owen Jones, Yasmin 
Alibhai Brown, Polly Toynbee, et al — tend to get 
a much freer pass from our left-leaning media 
culture. But their equivalents at the conservative 
end of the spectrum are much harder to find. In 
fact I'd say that there's only one and that's 
Hopkins. 


Over the weekend, you may have noticed, Katie 
Hopkins was trending on Twitter yet again — this 
time because of a piece she'd written in The Sun 
in which she'd upset the Offenderati by using the 
word "cockroaches" in the context of the 
boatloads of hapless, parched, pitiable migrants 
now fleeing Libya. At this point you're obliged 
tactically to distance yourself From Hopkins by 
noting how distasteful you too And her appalling 
choice of words. But I'm not going to, for several 
reasons, the first being that it was so 
devastatinely effective. 


One reason why so many torpedoed mariners 
were eaten by sharks in the Second World War 
is that sharks are drawn to explosions. This is 


what Hopkins achieved with her “cockroaches.” 
It was her very own USS Indianapolis: in came a 
veritable Guardianista "Who's Who' of finny 
horrors: Diane Abbott; Owen Jones (natch); Piers 
Morgan; Russell Brand — all turning the waters оҒ 
Twitter red in a roiling frenzy of noisome, 
bleeding-heart self-righteousness. 


And in the wake of all the celebrity offendotrons 
—the Wankerati, as | call them — came shoal after 
shoal of opportunistic bottom Feeders: the ones 
trying to get her sacked From The Sun; the ones 
demanding that Hopkins be prosecuted (no really: 
a whopping 2200 of them have already signed 
the inevitable Change.org petition) for 
“incitement to genocide"; the ones tweeting 
photos of her children and declaring how unlucky 
they were to have such a frightful mother. 


Now the textbook lefty response to this kind of 
monstering is to play the victim card, as so-called 
“anti-poverty campaigner” and professional 
lesbian single mother "Ms Jack Monroe" has just 
done. She could, of course, have just quietly 
stopped using Twitter. Except, being a Social 
Justice Warrior, she couldn't. No, she had to 
weaponise her exit with a heart-rending blog 
about how she felt Twitter was no longer a "safe 
space" : “Today | left my house at 4pm. Head 
down. Eyes flicking at every stranger walking 
towards me on the street. Sunglasses on the 
Tube. The man arrested roams free after 15 hours 
in police custody, updating his blog with sneering 
comments..." 


The not-so-subtle implication ofthis — and we've 
seen similar tactics From Stella Creasy MP and a 
feminist campaigner called Caroline Criado Perez 
- is that free speech has gone too far and it's 
time we had a clampdown. This is the guerilla 
version of the conventional war which has been 
waged on free speech by the left-liberal 
establishment (from Keir Starmer, CPS and an 
emasculated police Force to Hacked Off and their 


amen corner at the BBC and the Guardian) via 
the Leveson Inquiry and the vexatious arrests of 
all those Sun journalists. It's cynical, it's dirty, it's 
illiberal and it's much, much more dangerous and 
ugly than anything Katie Hopkins has ever 
written. 


But the reason so few people appreciate this is 
— ooh look! Katie Hopkins wrote a nasty word, 
so we needn't talk about it. That, I'm afraid, is the 
level to which so many vitally important debates 
have been reduced these days by the liberal-left's 
Alinskyite tactics. 


In the case of Hopkins's Sun piece, no left-wing 
commentator, so far as I'm aware, felt under any 
obligation to respond with any manner of 
reasoned counterargument. They might have 
pointed out that because the West created the 
Libyan crisis it has a moral obligation to Ах its 
consequences; or they could have gone the whole 
hog and argued that we have a duty to house all 
refugees, come what may. 


They didn't though because — a bit like with all 
those rapists out there who just can't help raping 


| can think of two eood 
reasons you should put her 
through Simon. One, you didn't. 
see her lips move, and two we'll 
be accused of islamophobia 


iF you don't 


women because they're provocatively dressed 
and therefore have it coming to them — their 
intellectual processes were short-circuited by 
Hopkins's outrageously unforgivable deployment 
of a single term: “cockroaches.” 


A piece in the Independent claimed that this was 
the kind of dehumanising words the Nazis used, 
so apparently rendering Hopkins's entire 
commentary beyond the pale. Lots of people in 
the comments section and on social media 
agreed with this analysis. | hope this tendency 
frightens you as much as it frightens me. 


Why? Because it's a dirty rhetorical cheat, not 
an argument. No, worse than that it's a vicious 
lie. By focusing on just one intemperate word 
(designed, as so much of the best polemical 
writing does, to provoke a response) and 
freighting it with Far more significance than any 
remotely objective interpretation could possibly 
bear, it calculatinely misrepresents the opinions 
of a heroically brave, often admirably sensible 
woman who dares, as so few do, to voice what 
the silent majority are really thinking. 


0ооәсбфе 


This Mohammed paint-by-numbers is (һе 
latest in the line of Vive Charlie DIY 
blasphemy kits. Each individual section is just 
a harmless section of solid colour. However, 
once you paint the final section and complete 
the picture of Mohammed in his "Titanic" 
posë nen that’s aninstant death sentence for 

lasphemy at the hands of the followers of 
the Religion of Peace. Just look at poor Sally 
on the next page, she bought our new paint- 
by-numbers kit and upon painting in the last 
section lost her head. On the up side, at the 
very moment she lost her head, she did find 
“peace”. 


MAN 


Рас Condell - We һауе a democracy problem 


Website: www.patcondell.net Twitter: @patcondell 


Jeff Dunham Р) Media 


Meet Achmed the Dead Terrorist choa ша All Aboard the Hillary Clinton Train 
reck 


ISIS һауе a new vacancy as Caliph to 
replace big Al. Who will get to direct 
the genocide and wear the Rolex? 


To apply send your CV to: 
jihad@islamicstate.genocide 


Ideal candidate must have: 
CIA or Mossad training 

PhD in Barbarism 

Nothing to do with Islam 
Broken moral compass 
Bronze Swimming Certificate 


With эм TOMEN 
SWEARING 


Militants fighting for the Islamic State in Syria and Iraq have 
issued a new set of rules jihadis must five by - including 
restrictions on when to utter curses anda ban on women slapping 
their thighs. 


A fighter calling himself Abu 'Umar al-Masri, who claims to be 
based in the terrorists’ capital Raqqa, tweeted photographs of 
ie containing fatwas imposed on local residents in recent 
weeks. 


Among the more unusual commands are orders that men must 
refrain from swearing while playing billiards or table football, 
and information on exactly when it is permitted for women to 
dye ad eyebrows blonde or carry assault rifles beneath their 
niqabs. 
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Is there really any 
difference between 


Islam and “Islamism”? 


By LSS Secretary Charlie Klendjian 


| recently spoke to the London Atheist Activist 
Group and the Central London Humanists, and | 
devoted large chunks of both talks to questioning 
the term “Islamism”. My points were in the main 
well-received. 


I'm finding this term Islamism increasingly 
problematic. l'm setting out here some of the 
points | made in my talks, plus a few more. 


The accepted definitions seem to be something 
like this: 


Islamism is the desire or attempt to impose 
(violently or non-violently) any 
interpretation of Islam on to others; it is the 
political manifestation (formally ог 
informally) of Islam 


I've detected an almost fanatical zeal with which 
people are patrolling the purported border 
between Islam and Islamism. Dissent ist 
verboten. Use the “wrong” term and you're 
summarily convicted of high treason, bigotry, 
racism, “conflation”, “homogenizing Muslims", or 
that old chestnut "Islamophobia" — even by your 
fellow secularists. 


That the distinction between Islam and Islamism 
has become such a huge debating point is a touch 
baffling, and disheartening. After all this time and 
after so many real-life horror shows perpetrated 
explicitly in the name ofthis religion, we still don't 
even know what to call it. We're not at square 
one yet. How can we ever expect to solve a 
problem we can't identify? 


I've set out below a numberofarguments against 
the term Islamism and why it concerns me, but 
before | get to my individual points | will say that 
| do at least acknowledge what the term 
Islamism attempts to achieve. It attempts to 
separate the private practice of a religion from 
the enforcement of that religion on to others. 
Fair enough. But although | recognize the term 
Islamism has this aim, | just don't think we need 


a separate word to achieve that aim. | think it 
can even lead to some serious problems, which 
| outline below. 


Also, by refusing to acknowledge the term 
Islamism, or at the very least merely questioning 
it, I'm not for one moment saying Muslims are a 
homogenous mass or that all Muslims are [insert 
negative characteristic here]. | wholeheartedly 
acknowledge that all Muslims are individuals. Nor 
am | saying there's only one form of Islam. The 
existence of different sects and traditions within 
Islam is a fact. | just think we can make all these 
points without inventing a new word. We can 
make all these points with normal, everyday 
language and normal, everyday reasoning. 


1. "Islamists" call themselves Muslims 


A fairly elementary point, but a fundamental one. 
Islamists call themselves Muslims — they don't 
call themselves "Islamists" And they call their 
ideology Islam — they don't call it “Islamism”. 

| submit that it's reasonable to describe these 
people and their ideology with the same words 
they use. 


2. Many Muslims and ex-Muslims reject the 
term "Islamism" 


| acknowledge that this doesn't win the 
argument for me, but it does show I'm not alone 
in having these concerns. The views of Muslims 
and ex-Muslims are important, and we shouldn't. 
dismiss them lightly. 


3. What other religions do we do this For? 


When other religions become "political" do we 
issue them a new name by adding the letters ism 
to the end? 


Do we talk of Christianityism, Judaismism, 
Mormonismism, Hinduismism? No. (And before 
you pipe up with the word Zionism, that is not 
the political manifestation of Judaism or the 
enforcement of Judaism on to others.) 


The essence of secularism is that religions aren't 
per se a problem, but rather only to the extent 
they seek privileges orinfringe rights. Attempting 
to separate into two crisp piles of laundry the 
“religious” and "political" aspects of a religion is 
a tricky and perhaps futile endeavour because 
the major theistic religions have doctrines which 
are intrinsically political, seeking as they do to 
regulate to one extent or another how people 
should live their lives — even people who aren't 
of that faith. 


Arguably, Islam is intrinsically even more political 
in nature than the otherreligions. The ridiculously 
brave ex-Muslim Ayaan Hirsi Ali has described 
her former religion with these words: 


"Islam is not a religion of peace, it's a political 
theory of conquest that seeks domination by any 
means it can." 


Her words, not mine, But before you dismiss 
Ayaan's statement from the comfort of your 
smartphone screen, perhaps read a little about 
her life For some understanding of what she has 
had to endure. 


We don't have separate words for a private 
religion and its political manifestation. Why are 
so many people creating an exception for Islam? 
By using the word Islamism we insulate Islam 
from sorely-needed scrutiny. We generously 
move the spotlight away from Islam when we 
should be doing the opposite. We give Islam a 
free pass. Islam does not deserve this free pass. 
No religion deserves a free pass. If anything, 
based on the eye-watering amount of harm that 
Islam is causing throughout the world as | write 
these words, Islam deserves a far greater 
scrutiny than the other religions. 


4. It's confusing and intimidating 


One of the key problems in tackling Islam's many 
troubling effects is that people are too 
intimidated even to enter the debate. They're too 
scared to speak up. I've diagnosed three broad 
reasons for this. Let's call them Islam's three 
killer apps. 


Firstly, Islam is a religion and so it immediately 
starts on +10 points, because today it’s generally 
still socially taboo to criticize any religion. 


Secondly, when you criticize Islam or sharia you 
can set your watch to being called some variation 
of the word "racist" іп a matter of seconds. 


And thirdly, as recent events in Paris and 
Copenhagen have reminded us (as though we 
needed reminding), there are deadly — yes, 
literally deadly — consequences for those who 
refuse to follow Islam's rules. 


IFyou "incorrectly" use the term Islam instead oF 
Islamism, the Islam vs. Islamism Police will And 
you guilty of "racism" or “bigotry” These 
accusations make no logical sense whatsoever 
but they're enough to make people think twice 
about opening their mouth. These accusations, 
no matter how baseless, are enough to obliterate 
a person's career and credibility. 


We want people to join this debate. We don't 
want further barriers to entry. But the term 
Islamism does precisely that: it creates an 
additional hurdle for people to clear. 


The fanatical enforcement of the supposed 
Islam/Islamism distinction has led to exactly 
what we don't need: ever greater self- 
censorship. So congratulations to everyone who 
has ever called someone "racist" or “bigoted” for 
using the word Islam instead of Islamism. You 
know who you are. 


5. It creates a sideshow 


Attaching so much importance to the apparent 
distinction between Islam and Islamism makes 
for a stale, technical, snobby and bone-dry 
academic discussion about terminology. It 
becomes a discussion about —isms, —isations 
and —ologies. It creates a sideshow debate. (l'm 
sure some people will object fiercely to the 
definition of Islamism | have used above and 
completely ignore all my other arguments, 
thereby proving my point.) 


I'm not saying people are stupid and incapable of 
understanding the term Islamism, but what this 
term does is introduce an exhausting and 
unnecessary dimension to the debate. All the 
time that people are debating the difference 
between Islam and Islamism in a sterile think- 
tank environment is time they aren't discussing 
real harms and real solutions. Ask yourself: which 
is the better use of your time? 


6. Secularism 1.01: people have rights, ideas 
don't 

Secularists love to disagree with each other but 
one thing they tend to aeree on is that ideas are 
separate to people. Secularists agree that ideas 
don't have rights because ideas aren't capable оҒ 


having rights. They agree that rights аге for 
people only. 


Islam is a separate thing to Muslims, and so even 
ifwe use the term Islam instead of Islamism there 
is still no question of infringing anyone's rights 
or painting everyone with the same brush 
because Islam is just a set ofideas, nothing more. 
have heard secularists argue that using the term 
Islamism is important to demonstrate they're 
not “attacking” Islam. But hang on, stop there. 
You can’t “attack” a set of ideas anyway. Why 
are secularists talking in such terms? Secularists 
have spent enormous energy educating people 
that ideas don’t have rights, but here they are 
suggesting that one religion and one religion 
alone does have rights because apparently we 
must not “attack” it. 


Secularists have no hesitation “attacking” other 
religions, and nor should they. So why do they 
worry about “attacking” Islam? 


The distinction between ideas and people is 
fundamental to secularism and we must never 
merge the two by worrying about “attacking” a 
set of ideas. We must refuse to create anything 
resembling an exception for Islam here. 


7. Using the term Islam instead of Islamism 
does not "homogenize" Muslims 


Some people seem concerned that a failure to 
use the term Islamism risks “homognenizing” 
Muslims. This is rubbish. As | have already said, 
ideas are separate to people. And | have already 
said | acknowledge all Muslims are individuals. 
Some Muslims are good people and some are bad. 
IF we say X about Islam іс doesn't follow we're 
saying X about Muslims. We don't have this 
nervousness when scrutinising other religions. 
For example, we can quite comfortably assert 
that the book of Leviticus is clearly homophobic 
without for a moment inferring all Christians are 
homophobic. 


8. We lose some right to get angry when we 
hear the phrase "nothing to do with Islam" 


I've lost count of the number of times I've lost 
my temper with coarse language when a 
politician, а “community leader” or a 
commentator has taken to the airwaves in the 
immediate aftermath of a savage attack 
explicitly inspired by Islam to reassure us that 
the savage attack explicitly inspired by Islam was 
in Fact nothing to do with Islam. 


We lose some of that right to get angry when we 
deploy the term Islamism because by using that 
term we're also saying, effectively, that it isn't 
Islam at work but Islamism. 


9. Playing with language is dangerous: four 
case studies 


It's important we identify the source of problems 
and that we use language honestly. You might 
think the addition of the three letters —ism to 
Islam isn't significant, but it is. 


Who's to say one day we won't do away even 
with the term Islamism and replace it with a limp 
and generic alternative like “extremism”? Sound 
far-fetched? Read оп. 


Case Study 1 


Have a look at this Guardian piece about the 
genocidal Islamic terror group Boko Haram 
enslaving 200 young girls. Do a word search 
(Сегі-Ғ) for the terms Islam, Islamist, Islamism 
and Muslim and see how many times they crop 
up. (If you can't be bothered, let me save you a 
task: it's zero in each case.) 


Instead, the Guardian used the banal vanilla 
terms "militants" and “insurgents”. | don't know 
about you, but | find that spooky. 


The Guardian further covered itselFin glory in this 
piece by using the term “mass marriage" evoking 
images of an open-air party attended by pot- 
bellied naturalists in the Kent countryside, rather 
than the less palatable but more accurate "mass 
enslavement” or “mass rape of children". 


Case Study 2 


Similarly, do a word search of this report which 
Ofsted sent to the then-Education Secretary 
Michael Gove in the wake of the Trojan Horse 
affair. 


Again, the words Islam, Islamist, Islamism and 
Muslim do not appear once. But there are 5 x 
“extremism”, 1 x “extremist” and 5 x 
"radicalisation". 


Radical and extrerne what? Vegans? Does Ofsted 
expect readers of its reports to be telepathic? 


Case Study 3 


The Mayor of London, Boris Johnson, recently 


made some unexpected but welcome noises in 
defence of secularism when he 


Lords. With uncompromising and рта Војо 
bluntness һе even called them “clerical Fossils”. 
Sadly, this refreshing robustness on religion from 
a high-profile politician evaporates when the 
religion changes from Christianity to Islam. 


For the elected Mayor of London, even the word 
Islamism is unacceptable. He believes we need a 
new word to describe extremists who act in the 
name of Islam. His suggestion? We should call 
them "criminals" “bandits” or "Mafia". 


Johnson also said: 


"When anybody says Islamism, Muslim 
fundamentalist or terrorist or something like 
that, the wider public hear the word Muslim - 
you see what l'm saying? So you need to And an 
alternative word." 


Why must we "find an alternative word", Mr 
Mayor? You are clearly an exceptionally brave 
man because you have the courage to call 26 
unwelcome (but peaceful and law-abiding) 
bishops in our legislature "clerical Fossils" Could 
you also find the courage to call Muslim 
terrorists, "Muslim terrorists"? 


Case Study 4 


Using the term Islamism can have undesirable 
consequences. lt can lead to absurd sub- 
categories: increasingly we аге hearing 
facepalm-inducing phrases such as “moderate 
Islamism”. 


In time will we also hear the phrase “extreme 
Islamism"? Or perhaps we could just call that 
Islamismism instead ("the desire to impose апу 
interpretation of Islamism...") 


This is all very dangerous. Swerving a problem by 
playing with language might seem clever but іс 
isn't. It is cowardice of the first order. It doesn't 
solve the problem. It conceals the problem. 


Our unthinking indulgence of the term Islamism 
makes it more likely we'll drift ever Further from 
identifying the central ideology at work. 


This is what happens when you play with 
language. This is what happens when you lack a 
spine. 


10. We can't pretend the teachings of Islam 
are benign 


Му guess is that the term Islamism isn't generally 
used with the deliberate intention of misleading. 
| think it's often used more out of nervousness. 
People are too scared to use the word Islam so 
they use the word Islamism. They're too scared 
to use the word Muslim so they use the word 
Islamist. 


But the enormous problems Islam presents to 
us, not only in terms of ideology but also in terms 
of real, actual harm carried out today — such as 
the brutal enforcement of blasphemy and 
apostasy codes; the mediaeval treatment оҒ 
women, gays and  non-Muslims; the 
implementation ofa Caliphate; high-octane anti- 
Semitism; and not to mention all those grisly 
beheadings — these come directly and 
indisputably from the teachings of Islam. This is 
a fact. You can use the word Islamism to skirt 
around this, but you can’t stop it being a Fact. 
And for goodness sake, just think about it for a 
second. If there was no problem with any of 
Islam's teachings there wouldn't be a problem 
with Islamism either, would there? Because 
imposing on to others a positive or benign 
ideology wouldn't have such horrendous 
consequences. 


It's precisely because there is so much within the 
teachings of Islam that is inhumane that 
enforcing it on to others is — surprise, surprise 
— enormously inhumane too. Is this rocket 
science? 


11. It forces you to categorise 


Any halF-competent lawyer will tell you there's 
no point creating definitions unless you use them, 
and you use them consistently. 


Take as an example the increasingly widespread 
occurrence of halal food and specifically how it's 
imposed on people who don't want to eat it, often 
without their knowledge. According to the 
definition we have used in this piece, this would 
constitute Islamism. But refer to a KFC chicken 
bucket as an example of Islamism and people will 
laugh at you and call you "racist" 


Do you see the irony here? Usually you will be 
called racist for "incorrectly" using the word 
Islam instead oFIslamism. Here, though, play your 
tormenters at their own silly word game and use 
the term Islamism "correctly" and you will still 


be called racist anyway. At this point, nothing 
makes sense. 


Our definition also compels us to categorise halal 
slaughterhouses who peddle their wares to an 
unwilling or unknowing public as Islamists. And 
you know who else are Islamists in this example? 
Our supermarkets and fast food outlets. 


12. Don't compromise your own honesty 
through a bigotry of low expectations of 
Muslims 


One argument | hear in favour of the term 
Islamism is that if we focus on the failings oF 
Islam we're effectively asking a couple of billion 
people to de facto apostatize. 


This ignores the problem by creating a new word. 
It also reinforces the “bigotry of low 
expectations”: it cements the toxic and 
patronising idea that Muslims aren't intellectual 
adults and that they're incapable of changing any 
of their views; that iFyou merely suggest to them 
that some of the ideas deeply ingrained within 
their religion might not be entirely positive you 
will unleash within them a hair-trigger and 
savage temper. 


Some say we “can’t expect Muslims to speak out 
because it's difficult for them" Well yes, | 
acknowledge it's difficult for Muslims to speak 
out. But here’s the thing. You can’t refuse to 
acknowledge the problems deeply embedded 
within Islam's ОМА whilst also arguing it’s 
difficult for Muslims to speak out, because if 
there weren't any problems within Islam's 
teachings then surely it shouldn't be difficult For 
Muslims to speak out? 


And while we're on the subject of it being difficult 
For Muslims, what makes you think it's easy Ғог 
non-Muslims like me to speak out? Do you think 
І enjoy being called "racist" in the public domain, 
and probably having future career paths 
cordoned off? Do you think | enjoy pondering my 
own safety? And just because some Muslims 
might, through a fear of de facto apostatising, 
prefer to focus on the problems of "Islamism" 
rather than Islam, it doesn't mean that all 
Muslims, or non-Muslims, must compromise 
their integrity by replicating this behaviour out 
oF a sense of solidarity. 


Those of us with the confidence to be ruthlessly 
honest have the right to be ruthlessly honest. 


13. We don't need the word "Islamism" to 
acknowledge there are different types of 
Islam 


It doesn't Follow from a refusal to use the term 
Islamism that there's only one type of Islam. We 
can still use normal, everyday language to make 
distinctions between the different sects and 
traditions within Islam, and between different 
Muslims. We can use language without abusing 
it. 


It's vital we identify the overall ideology at work 
here, and the overall ideology is Islam. Yes, there 
are different traditions and sects within Islam but 
its an awkward fact that the most blood-stained 
jihadi shares a religion with the most liberal, 
secular and peace-loving Muslim. The extremists’ 
interpretation of Islam is not, contrary to 
widespread wishful thinking, a “twisted”, 
“perverted” or even necessarily an “extreme” 
interpretation of Islam. It is a completely 
straightforward, logical and literal interpretation 
of Islam, and it's a very, very plausible one. 


In closing 


Whether or not I’ve convinced you that the term 
Islamism is unhelpful and even dangerous, allow 
me to close with two requests. 


Firstly, iF you still think that making a distinction 
between Islam and “Islamism” is important, and 
that it’s a productive use of your time and 
intellect to grapple with the “correct” term every 
time (remember those KFC and supermarket 
examples), fine. Go ahead and do that. But do it 
for the right reason. What | mean by that is do 
it because you honestly think there's a significant 
difference. Don’t do it to shield yourself from 
(baseless) accusations of racism and bigotry. 
Don't do it out of fear. Don't do it because 
everyone around you is doing it. Don’t do it 
because you're scared of falling out with the In 
Crowd. Don't do it because you're worried about 
losing Twitter followers. 


And secondly, how about we just agree to 
disagree? Ifsomeone is not prepared to use those 
different terms then how about you don't use іс 
as a basis to call that person racist or bigoted? 
Is that too much to ask? Because one thing we're 
deRnitely not short of is baseless, intimidating 
accusations of racism and bigotry. 


We will never solve a problem we refuse to 
identify. We will never get Islam to the position 


We will never solve а problem we refuse to 
identify. We will never get Islam to the position 
where the other religions generally are today iF 
we don't treat Islam like those other religions. An 
essential component of that process will be 
searing honesty and total moral courage. 


The former extremist Maajid Nawaz — someone 
| have enormous respect and affection for and 
someone the LSS stood shoulder to shoulder 
with when he was in the eye of a particularly 
unpleasant blasphemy storm — has said that 
Islamism suffers from the “Voldemort effect”: it 
is the ideology which shall not be named. Well on 
that basis, Islam suffers from an extreme 
Voldemort effect. 


It is entirely reasonable to call this set of ideas 
and its followers by their proper names. 


This set of ideas is called Islam. 


The Followers of Islam — the good ones and the 
bad ones — are called Muslims. 


IF those two previous statements of mine аге іп 
any way controversial, then boy do we have a 
problem on our hands. 


Views expressed are not necessarily those 
of the LSS 


Follow the LSS on Twitter @LawSecSoc and 
stay up to date with everything the LSS is 
up to by signing up for email alerts on this 
website’s home page (you can unsubscribe 
anytime you want) 


ISIS killers hug men 

accused of being gay 
before stoning them 
to death. 


LINK TO STORY 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: Welcome Ed, good to see you didn't trip up on your way in like you did last night when you where leaving the 
BBC stage. Ed: That's a little bit unfair Katie, | was so focused on the audience | forgot where | was for a split second. 
Katie: To be fair Ed, you’ve had problems drinking a cup of tea, eating a bacon butty and now walking off stage. It’s 
hardly inspiring when you come across as socially inept. Most people think you'd struggle running a corner shop, let 
alone a country. Ed: If all this is going to be is personal abuse then | might as well go home. 


Katie: The public gave you a much harder time last night Ed and you didn't threaten to walk off. Ed: Yeah, but that 
was an official campaign appearance, you're just a objectionable media personality that could win me votes of | slag 
you off. Katie: OK Ed, IF and lets face it, it's a monumental IF, if you get into number 10, what will be your first order 
of business? Ed: Err, well | haven't really thought that far ahead, but | suppose I'd increase spending and increase 
taxes and wrestle t ower away from the rich people so the ordinary people of Britain like me had a future. 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: What about your promise to criminalise islamophobia? Ed: LOL, that's one of those desperate last minute punts 
to win over а few fringe voters. Katie: So it hasn't dawned on you that in promising to a select few you've alienated 
the vast majority of your voters? Ed: Oh, good God, have I? Katie: Well think about it Ed, you are, in effect, saying you 
are going to provide Islam with special privilege at the same time as dismissing people's human rights as defined by 
the United Nations. Ed: Errrr... 


Katie: Ed you have already demonstrated that you will do ANYTHING to win the election, like stabbing your brother in 
the back, turning your back on your family and giving up on freedom of speech and expression. Why should people 
take you seriously let alone trust you? Ed: You’ve got to understand Katie, it’s all about winning office, once you are 
in then everyone you have trampled over, everything you have said and promised, all become irrelevant. Promises 
mean nothing from politicians. 


NG WITH KT 


Katie: Hello and welcome to the show David, so we've got a week to go until the election. How do you think it is 
going? Dave: When your main competitor can’t eat, drink or walk properly then you've got to be confident. Katie: Dave 
you promised a referendum on the EU last time out and it didn't materialise, you've promised it again this time, why 
Should the voters believe you? Dave: To be honest Katie, we will never give the people of Britain that choice because 
they're idiots, but we're shit scared that if we don't “promise” it, then many of our voters will defect to UKIP. 


Katie: Dave, people are concerned that a vote for you is a vote for more austerity and cuts. What would you say to 
those voters that think this. Dave: It's a hard fact of life that the last Labour Government cleaned out the account and 
left us in the shit, but voters should not be concerned as we will not go short of champagne or lavish parties in the 
Conservative Party. We are committed to using hard earned tax payers money to ensure we continue to lead the lives 
we are accustomed to. 
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this burka and 
cast a vote for 
my sister as she 
I'm just going to has just been 
cast my votes for the local VES Е rushed into 
and national elections. We Yai i hospital 


need to improve community А 


cohesion so my votes will : : I'm happy to help. 
reflect this t 1 zu 
E А 


Неге is her polling Which party 


? 
card and ID / should | vote for? Thanks for doing 


: Е that. My cousin has 
Party? Er, | : just had to fly to 
don’t Know we Е 4 T ® Muslamabad to see her, 
don’t go on policy, сере: | А ill mother, сап you 
we just vote for = cast her vote too? 
the Muslim - 
candidate 
Yes of course, 
Righteo, ШЕ I'm happy to help, 
no problemo 


7 My daughter has et wr Tee li POLLING 
just been arrested by WIN ay. ma STATION | 


the islamophobic racist 
British Police, can you 
cast her vote too 
please? 
| didn’t realise our 
Muslim friends had such 
big families, I’ve cast 72 
votes today all in the name 
~ of community cohesion 


Timmy nice bus ONIMI 


ЗЕ [АМИР BADAWI 


Raif is not a criminal - he is а prisoner of conscience who called for free speech on his 
website. His treatment by authorities in Saudi Arabia has been nothing short of a vicious 
act of cruelty. 


Raif was arrested in June 2012. In Мау 2014 he was found guilty of breaking Saudi Arabia's 
strict technology laws and insulting Islamic religious figures by creating and managing an 
online forum. 


He was sentenced to 10 years in prison, 1,000 lashes, a fine of 1 million Saudi Riyal (over 
a quarter of a million US dollars), and prevented from using any kind of media or travelling 
until 2034. 


Raif's sentence stems from his creation of the website ‘Saudi Arabian Liberials’, which he 
envisaged as a forum for political and social debate. He was subsequently charged for 
content he had posted to the site, including an article published on Valentine's Day 2012 
in which he was accused of ridiculing Saudi Arabia's religious police, the Commission оп 
the Promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice - as well as failing to remove ‘offensive’ 
posts by other contributors, 


A CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (20) #FreeRaif 
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Aseem Trivedi is ап independent cartoonist and free speech activist from New 
Delhi, India. He is creating a cartoon for each of the 50 lashes Raif Badawi has 
received. Above is number 20 in his series of 50. Vive Charlie will be featuring 
his cartoons each week so please follow him on Twitter. 

@aseem_trivedi 
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UNTIL А VILLAGE ІМ KENYA GETS ITS IDIOT BACK 


